diagnosis of rabies, (II) (Greval, 1936 (Greval, 1936) (Marie et al., 1927) . In Indian experience the well-known rule that there is no risk to the contacts if the dog is alive and well for 10 days after the contact, followed at all the Pasteur institutes and antirabies centres in India, has worked very well (Shortt, 1933) . The first writer remembers a dog which died on the 11th day of observation and was proved to be rabid microscopically. It was not, however, well on the 10th day (alive and well should go together).
Reports have been received of deaths from hydrophobia in subjects bitten by dogs which were healthy when the subjects died. The culpability of such dogs, however, has remained not proven.
The following account is quoted from the last Annual Report of the Pasteur Institute of India, Kasauli (Webster, 1939) . ' (Greval, 1932 (Greval, , 1933 (Wroughton, 1918) , but later Herpestes was again revived for the Indian forms (Thomas, 1921) . At present, ten species and ten varieties of Indian mongooses are recognized (Wroughton, 1918 (Wroughton, , 1921 Thomas, 1921) . In South Africa at that time the yellow mongoose, Cynictus penicellata, was taken to be the sole transmitter of rabies (McKendrick, 1931 (McKendrick, 1936 (Weber, 1928 Close contact with a suspicious dog like the ones described should be followed by prophylactic antirabies treatment if nothing further were known about the dog.
